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to state their views on the four points enumerated in para. 5 of
the Secretary of State's despatch No. 31, Financial, of the 2nd
August, 1923.
2. In reply I am to say that the Governor in Council agrees,
with the proposals made in para 2 (1), 2 (2) and 2 (4) of Mr.
Macleod's letter. In respect of para 2 (3s he considers that no
reduction in the amount of war service should be made when
officers retire prematurely either on.:medical grounds or voluntarily.
If such a rule was made, officers with war service would be pena-
lised since their total pensionable service would not be the same as
if they had entered service by open competition at the normal
age. Instances of such retirement are not numerous, and it is
preferable to have one fixed rule.
XiV.    Letter from the Secretary to the  Government of Bengal,
Finance   Department,   No.   305,    T.  F.,   dated   the   6th
May, 1925.
I am directed to refer to Mr. Macleod's letter No. 85-C.S.R.,
dated the 22nd January, 1924, asking for the views of this Govern-
ment on the four points enumerated in para. 5 of the Secretary of
State's despatch No. 31, Financial, dated the 2nd August, 1923,
regarding the counting of war service for pension under Civil
Rules.
2.    The Government of India have suggested that a preferable
alter native to the proposal referred to in point (1) would be to retain
the principle of the present concession, but to liberalise it by making
it applicable one year earlier.   In regard to the second point, they
have suggested that in so far as the 25 years* pension is concerned
there is prim a facie no reason for differentiating against the four
services specified, and the members of these services might,  like
others, be allowed to count service up to 4 years. In regard to the
third point, they are of opinion that tne period might  reasonably
be reduced by one year in case the officer  retires voluntarily bet-
ween 20 and 25 years* service and that no war service should count
for a 20 year, pension.    Whereas, regarding the fourth point they
consider that as in the case of 25. year  pension, there is  prima
facie no sufficient reason for differentiaing between some services
and others.
3.    In reply, I am to say that in view of the general principles
laid down by the Government of India in their  Resolution   2165
(Ests.), of the 15th September, 1921, and of the concessions granted
to other services, specially the Veterinary Service,   the   Governor
in Council would  accept the proposal of the Secretary of State
that members of the Police service should   be  allowed   to   count
war service rendered after attaining the minimum age of appoint-
ment in preference to the alternative suggested by the Government
of India.